In the present paper the structure of the Inductive Syllogism will be investigated, the details of which will be considered from two points of view. 
These two syllogisms exhibit, each in its kind, the one natural and perfect figure. This will be at once admitted of the Deductive, which is in the first figure. But the Inductive, estimated, as it has always been, by the standard of the Deductive, will appear a monster. It appears, on that standard, only in the third figure, and then, contrary to the rule of that figure, it has an universal conclusion. But when we look less partially and more profoundly into the matter, our conclusion will be very different. " In the first place, we find that the two syllogisms present so systematic a relation of contrast and similarity, that the perfection of the one being admitted, we are analogically led to presume the perfection of the other. " In the propositions, the order of the terms remains unchanged ; but the order of the propositions themselves is reversed ; the conclusion of the one syllogism forming the major premiss of the other.
" Of the terms, the major is common to both ; but (as noticed by Aristotle), the middle term of the one is the minor of the other. In the common minor premiss, the terms, though identical, have, with the different nature of the process, changed their relation in thought. In the Inductive, the parts being conceived as constituting the whole, are the determining notion ; whereas, in the Deductive, the In the transposition, however, of the propositions, the transposition which gave the Inductive Syllogism with its universal conclusion, the sign all, though lost in the subject, was preserved in the predicate.
